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REMARKS 

Restriction Requirement 

Pursuant to a telephone conversation with the Examiner on February 15, 2007 responding 
to the oral Restriction Requirement issued February 1, 2007, Applicant affirms the election of 
Group 1, claims 1-29 without traverse. 

Applicant reserves the right to file a divisional application directed to the nonelected 

claims. 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-3, 11, 13-15 and 27-29 — 35 U.S.C. S 103 fa) 

Claims 1-3, 1 1, 13-15 and 27-29 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,360,043 to Croyle et ctl. ("Croyle") in view of 
EP 646480 ("Europe 480"). Applicant traverses this rejection. 

Addressing claim 1, the combination of Croyle and Europe 480 does not disclose or 
suggest at least that a circumferential groove nearest to the equatorial plane of the tire among the 
circumferential grooves arranged in the axially inner side region has a width wider by 20% or 
more than an average groove width of the tire, as recited in the claim, Croyle merely discloses 
that an asymmetric directional tread for a tire comprises one wide groove 18, intermediate 
grooves 15 and narrow grooves 19. See for example Fig. 2. 

Further, Croyle discloses that the wide groove 18 is located between 25% to 40% of the 
tread width from the inboard lateral edge 16, the three intermediate grooves 15 are positioned 
from the inboard lateral edge 16 distances of about 20% of the tread width, 45% of the tread 
width, and 60% of the tread width, respectively, and the narrow grooves are located about 20% 
and 33% of the tread width from the outboard lateral edge 14 (column 4, lines 5-42; Figs. 1 and 
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2). Thus, it is clear from the disclosure that the circumferential groove nearest to the equatorial 
plane of the tire arranged in the axially inner side region is not the wide groove 18, but is the 
intermediate grooves 15 which is positioned from the inboard lateral edge 16 a distance of 45% 
of the tread width. Therefore, Croyle does not disclose or suggest the above-noted claimed 
features. Europe 480 does not cure the deficiencies of Croyle. 

Europe 480 merely discloses a pneumatic tire in which one circumferential wide groove 6 
as a sectional area of not less than 160 mm 2 and does not disclose the arrangement and groove 
width of other circumferential grooves. 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would not 
have been motivated to combine the references as attempted by the Examiner since the 
references, alone or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest all the claimed features. 

Accordingly, claim 1 is patentable over the combination of Croyle and Europe 480. 
Claims 2, 3, 11, 13-15, 27 and 28, which depend from claim 1, are patentable at least by virtue of 
their dependence. Claim 29 contains features similar to the features recited in claim 1 and is 
therefore be patentable for similar reasons. 

Claims 4-10 — 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) 

Claims 4-10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Croyle in view of Europe 480 and further in view of JP 62-286805 ("Japan 805"). 
Applicant traverses this rejection. 

The combination of Croyle, Europe 480 and Japan 805 does not disclose or suggest the 
wide circumferential groove as recited in claim 1 and incorporated into claims 4-10 by virtue of 
their dependence. As noted above, the Croyle-Europe 480 combination does not provide such 
disclosure. Japan 805 does not cure these deficiencies. 
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The Examiner relies on Japan 805 only to allegedly disclose closed sipes. Japan 805, 
however, does not disclose or suggest the claimed features deficient in the Croyle-Europe 480 
combination. 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would not 
have been motivated to combine the references as attempted by the Examiner since the 
references, alone or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest all the claimed features, 

Accordingly, claims 4-10 are patentable over the combination of Croyle, Europe 480 and 
Japan 805, 

Claims 12 and 16-26 — 35 U.S.C S 103 fa) 

Claims 12 and 16-26 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Croyle in view of Europe 480 and further in view of JP 08-1 18918 ("Japan 
918") and JP 62-0059107 ("Japan 107"). Applicant traverses this rejection. 

The combination of Croyle, Europe 480, Japan 91 8 and Japan 107 does not disclose or 
suggest the above-noted features incorporated into the claims by virtue of their dependence from 
claim 1 . As established above, the combination of Croyle and Europe 480 does not provide such 
disclosure. The Examiner relies on Japan 918 and Japan 107 merely to allegedly disclose 
forming holes in the shoulder region of a tire tread. However, neither reference, alone or in 
combination, discloses or suggests the features of the wide groove missing in the Croyle-Europe 
480 combination. 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would not 
have been motivated to combine the references as attempted by the Examiner since the 
references, alone or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest all the claimed features. 
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Thus, claims 12 and 16-26 are patentable over the combination of Croyle, Europe 480, 
Japan 918 and Japan 107. 
New Claims 

Applicant has added new claims 32-34 depending from claim 4. New claims 32-34 are 
supported throughout the specification, for example, at paragraphs [0082-0083]. Applicant 
submits that no new matter has been added. 

Claims 32-34 are patentable at least by virtue of their dependence from claim 4. 
Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202)293-7060 Registration No. 59,153 

Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 

Date: April 8, 2008 
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